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position to maintain that it is wrong, since the tightness
of the one is proved by the uniformity of the psyche,
while the truth of the other is manifested by its
dissimilarity.
But here, both for the lay public and for the scientific
world, begins that immense difficulty* which the perusal
of my  earlier book   (Psychology  of the   Unconscious)  so
aggravated, that, on account of it, many otherwise able
minds became utterly confounded (as witnessed by their
precarious criticisms).    For there I attempted to present
in concrete material the one view just as much as the
other.   But since reality, as we all know, neither consists
in nor adheres to theories, there is in both these views,
which we are bound  to regard  as severed, a common
living something which, shimmering multi-coloured in the
soul, combines and sanctions both,    Each is a product of
the past and carries a future meaning, and of neither can
it be ascertained with certainty whether it be merely the
end or holds as well a new beginning,   For everyone who
thinks there exists but one true explanation of a psychic
process, this vitality of the psychic content, which neces*
sitates   two   opposite theories, is a  matter  for despair,
especially if he should be a lover of simple and uncom-
plicated truths, incapable maybe of thinking both at the
same time.
On the other hand, I am not convinced that, with these
two ways of regarding the psyche, the reductive and the
constructive as I once called them1, the possibilities are
exhausted. On the contrary, I believe that other equally
'true' explanations of the psychic process can still be
advanced, just as many in fact as there are types. More-
over, such explanations will agree just as well, or just as
ill, with one another as the types themselves in their
personal relations. Should, therefore, the existence of
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